and Meighan experiment. The naive assumption-characteristic, I regret to say, of nearly the entirety of work on "serial position effects" in recognition of tachistoscopically presented letter arrays for a period of about 50 years-should not be perpetuated in 1976. Strong habits to look to the "beginning" of the letter array undoubtedly exist, as Heron (1957) rightly hypothesized. Subjects free to look where they choose will deviate their fixation from the intended fixation point in accordance with the "payoff matrix" of the experiment, which is typically to simply recognize as many stimuli as possible. When the subject knows that words will appear bilaterally on every trial, the strategy of moving one's fixation to or toward the point corresponding to the beginning (leftmost element) of the array is maximally effective for overall recognition performance, since all words then fall within the RVF. The fact that L VF superiority obtains only under conditions of uncontrolled and/or unmonitored fixation offers strong support for the validity of this explanation. The Orenstein and Meighan study, like that of Hines (1972) , provides only more recent evidence than cited by Orenstein and Meighan for the probable operation of this strategy.
When care has been taken to insure the intended fixation, or when the location of the stimulus words is not predictable, so that midfield fixation is maximally effective, RVF superiority clearly obtains. Numerous experiments, utilizing a wide range of exposure times, attest to this central fact. Thus, strong RVF superiority has been found when fixation is controlled by a requirement that subjects report a small digit appearing at the fixation point on all bilateral stimulus trails (Gill & McKeever, 1974; Hines, 1972 Hines, , 1975 Klein, Moscovitch, & Vigna, 1976; Mackavey, Curcio, & Rosen, 1975; McKeever, 1971; McKeever & Huling, 1971a, b; and others) . When subjects are required to report a digit that "might appear" at fixation (actually appearing 50% of the time), RVF superiority is just as great as when digits appear on every trial (McKeever, Suberi, & VanDeventer, 1972) . Finally, when the subject cannot predict where the words will appear (unilateral and bilateral trials intermixed), strong RVF superiority obtains for both unilateral and bilateral trials without any stimulus appearing at fixation at all (Kerschner & Gwan-Rong Jeng, 1972; Olson, 1973) .
Orenstein and Meighan's conclusion that, as a model for explaining lateral recognition asymmetries, "the concept of cerebral dominance may be only an inappropriate label applied to a group of factors related to sequential aspects of perceptual processing" is unjustified. Their experiment lacked the power to assess the model.
